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type) or with a small papilla at the distal end of each cell on under 
surface, sometimes above ; branch-leaves ovate-lanceolate, acumi- 
nate. Monoicous ; perichetial bracts rigid, erect, entire or serru- 
late above ; pedicel long, slender, wiry ; capsule oblong-cylindri- 
cal, curved, horizontal; cilia 3; annulus compound; operculum 
conic-apiculate ; spores smooth, .012 to .014 mm. 

On the ground in swamps and grassy fields, Eastern and Mid- 
dle States. 

Type from Ohio, in Col. Sullivant. Gray Herbarium ! 

Illust. : Sull. Icon. Muse. 157.//. 101. 1864. 

Exsrc: Sull. Muse. All. No. 7. S. & L. Muse. Bor. Am. ed. 1, 
No. 281 ; ed. 2, no. 415. Aust. Muse. App. no. 306. 

10 a. Thuidium paludosum elodioides (R. & C). 
Thuidium elodioides Ren. & Card. Hewd. 32 : 251. 1893. 

Often dark green, leaves smaller, margins not rarely serrate- 
dentate; leaf-cells papillate on both surfaces, papillae sometimes 
central. 

With the type. More common from New York (E. G. Britton) 
westward. Indiana (Schuh). 

Hypnum Notarisii Boul. [Thuidium decipiens De Not), not yet 
found in North America, but likely to be, connects Heterothuidium 
with Cratoneuron Sch. 

Three Editions of Emory's Report, 1848. 

A note "On the two editions of Emory's report, 1848" 
has recently been published by Mr. John H. Barnhart,* de- 
scribing the principal differences in the botanical appendices of 
Major W. H. Emory's " Notes of a military reconnoissance, from 
Fort Leavenworth, in Missouri, to San Diego, in California, in- 
cluding part of the Arkansas, Del Norte and Gila rivers." These 
differences are that in Document 41, printed for the Senate, the 
" explanation of plates " is omitted, as well as the matter on 
Zinnia grandifiora, Convolvulus nutlallii, and Altenantheva lanugi- 
nosa, the last two being new names; that the plates in No. 41 
were lithographed by C. B. Graham, Washington ; those in No. 7 
by E. Weber & Co., Baltimore, the name on plate vi. in the former 
being Baileya multifiora, in the latter Baileya multiradiata ; and 

*Bull. Torr. Club. 22: 394-5. 1895. 
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that while in both reports the botanical appendix occupied pages 
135 to 159, the same matter does not always occur on identical 
pages. 

The Senate document was transmitted by the Secretary of 
War, December 15, 1847; the House document February 9, 1848, 
but in examining the two editions to ascertain which was issued 
the earlier, it is evident, from the correction of the name Baileya 
multiflora on plate vi. to Baileya multiradiata to correspond with 
the text, and from the reference, on Abertand Peck's map of New 
Mexico, to " the unpublished map of Lieut. Emory," as well as 
the nature of other changes in the body of the report, and the fact 
that the House and Senate papers were issued in different series, 
that Document 41 was the one first published. 

In the body of the report the differences are almost exclusively 
botanical, consisting chiefly of the omission in Document 7 of 
many popular and scientific names of plants in sentences describ- 
ing the vegetation. To the differences in the two documents 
noted by Mr. Barnhart it may be added that in Document 41 typo- 
graphical errors in plant names are more frequent ; that trie cap- 
sule and seed of Ipomoea leptophylla are omitted from plate xi., and 
that the matter relative to Cereus giganteus was wholly revised in 
the other edition. xMr. Barnhart's statement that certain pages ot 
Document 41 bear the mark [7] in the upper outside corner ap- 
plies only to a part of the edition. This error was evidently either 
made or discovered and corrected during the printing of the edi- 
tion. Hut perhaps the most important difference in the t»"0 docu- 
ments is that No. 41 does not contain the general map of Major 
Emory's route from Fort Leavenworth to San Diego. It does, how- 
ever, contain Abert and Peck's map of New Mexico and another 
map showing the distinctive route of Lieutenant Colonel Cooke, 
both of which were incorporated in Major Emory's large map 
published in Document 7. Both documents were printed by 
Wendell & Van Benthuysen, Washington. It is clear that the 
first edition of the Emory report is the one issued as House Docu- 
ment No. 41, the second as Senate Document No. 7. 

The third edition of the report was published not by the gov- 
ernment, but by H. Long & Brotner, New York, in the same year 
as the others, 1828. Not only is this edition an exact copy of 
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Doccment 7, but it is printed from the very same type, which has 
been double-leaded so as to extend the first 178 pages of the 
original (the remainder not being reproduced in the third edition) 
to 230 pages. As in Document 7, the lithograph plates and map 
are by E. Weber & Co., Baltimore. The botanical appendix oc- 
cupies pages 179 to 211. 

The three editions of Emory's report give evidence of sharp 
practice on the part of the printers. Of the two issued as public 
documents, the second, instead of being corrected upon the type 
pages so as to incorporate the necessary changes, was wholly reset, 
the government doubtless paying the cost of double composition. 
The type pages of the second edition, after suitable leading, were 
used in issuing a third edition under the name of the New York 
firm, who thus avoided the expense of composition. 

Frederick V. Coville. 
Washington, D. C. 



A neglected Carex. 

By Eugene P. Bicknell. 

In his "Analytical Table" (1824) Schweinitz published the name 
Carex typhinoides. No description of the plant appears beyond 
that which is afforded by five formal propositions of the " Table " 
which lead up to the name. The outline thus presented proves 
to be too lightly sketched to fix with certainty the identity of the 
plant intended, nor is there to be found in the " Monograph " of 
Schweinitz and Torrey, subsequent to the " Table " by only two 
years, any hint as to what the plant may have been. Later 
caricologists have referred the name to Carex squarrosa as a 
synonym. 

The absence of any allusion to the name in Schweinitz and 
Torrey's " Monograph " would now be hard to explain were there 
not still in existence a letter written by Schweinitz to Torrey bear- 
ing on precisely this point. This letter is now on file at the 
Columbia College Herbarium and bears date " Bethl[ehem, Pa.], 
July 6 1824." I quote as follows; " I have very carefully revised 
the Carices this season, but have no other corrections to make of 



